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ABSTRACT

This short article pairs the realms of “Mathematics”, “Philosophy”, and “Poetry”, presenting some corners of
intersection of this type of scientocreativity. Poetry have long been following mathematical patterns expressed
by stern formal restrictions, as the strong metrical structure of ancient Greekheroic epic, or the consistent meter
with standardized rhyme scheme and a “volta” of Italian sonnets. Poetry was always connected to Philosophy,
and further on, notable mathematicians, like the inventor of quaternions, William Rowan Hamilton, or lon
Barbu, the creator of the Barbilian spaces, have written appreciated poems. We will focus here on an avant-
garde movement in literature, art, philosophy, and science, called Paradoxism, founded in Romania in 1980 by a
mathematician, philosopher and poet, and on the laboured writing exercises of the Oulipo group, founded in
Paris in 1960 by mathematicians and poets, both of them still in act.
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1. PARADOXISM: AVANT-GARDE MOVEMENT IN LITERATURE, ART, PHILOSOPHY, AND
SCIENCE

Paradoxismis a neo-avant-garde movement in literature, art, philosophy, science, based on excessive use of
antitheses, parables, odds, paradoxes in creations, set up and led by the mathematician Florentin Smarandache,
started as an anti-totalitarian protest in 1980s against the closed society of communist Romania.

Paradoxism seeks to explore new possibilities in literature, art, philosophy, and even science through a
paradoxist thinking algorithm. Meta fictional leads, playful expressions, or combinatorial processes of
composition are employed for the conveyance of the paradoxes. Structural constraints are important, but without
loosing the interest in the meaning of the message.

2.NEUTROSOPHY, AS EXTENSION OF THE PARADOXISM

Later on, the paradoxism as well as the dialectics and the Ancient Chinese philosophy Yin-Yan, consisting of
the dynamics of the opposites <A> and <antiA>, where <A> is an item (concept, idea, theorem, theory etc.) and
<antiA> is its opposite, were extended to Neutrosophy (as a dynamic between the opposites <A>, <antiA>,
together with the neutralities between them <neutA>) generated the development in science of Neutrosophic
Logic, Neutrosophic Set, Neutrosophic Probability, Neutrosophic Statistics and so on [1]. Neutrosophy is a new
branch of philosophy and started in 1998 [2].
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3. OULIPO LITERARY MOVEMENT

In 1960, Raymond Queneau — a member of Société Mathématique de France, most known for the screened
novel"Zazie dans le Métro" [3], who had joined the Surrealists but then departed he movement after its support
of the USSR — met the chemical engineer and absurdist writer Francois Le Lionnais, head of the Division of
Science Education at UNESCO, and founded in Paris, together with a motley crew of writers, mathematicians,
professors, and “pataphysicians”, a literary movement of rigorous formalism based on Mathematics, called
Ouvroir de littératurepotentielle (Workshop for potential literature), in short Oulipo — later enlarged with a
series of analogous workshops, including Oumupo (for potential music), Oupeinpo (for potential painting), or
Oucinépo (for potential film).

Many inventive scientocreative works had emerged from here, such as the Boolean, Fibonaccian, and
exponential Queneau’s book "Cent Mille Milliards de Poémes" (One Hundred Thousand Billion Poems),
formed by ten sonnets with the same rhyme scheme, each line of poetry being printed on a separate stripof card,
as it could be combined with any other lines, generating 10%* different poems [4].

The Oulipo group were in a quest for new forms of writing developed from new methods of invention, but
considered themselves merely a working group than a creative one, set up to offer practical solutions for writers
by inductive research, seeking "to formulate problems and eventually to offer solutions that allow any and
everybody to construct, letter by letter, word by word, a text" [5]

Their creed of literary freedom by automatic writing, originating in Surrealism, was paradoxically grilled by
rule-bound formulas of mathematical constraints, as they were convinced that "it is not only the virtualities of
language that are revealed by constraint but also the virtualities of him who accepts to submit himself to
constraint.” [6].

For instance, they invented the procedure N+7, meaning to choose a classic poem and substitute each noun with
the noun found seven nouns away in a specific dictionary. Take for example the first stanza of "The Snow
Man," by Wallace Stevens:

The Snow Man The Soap Mandible

One must have a mind of winter One must have a miniature of wisdom
To regard the frost and the boughs To regard the fruit and the boulders
Of the pine-trees crusted with snow. Of the pinions crusted with soap.

Another math-based structural constraint employed by Oulipo is the snowball poetry, with successive
lines/sections progressively longer, e.g. starting with a line/section of one word long, going further with a
second line/section of two words, a third line/section of three words, and so on; or starting with a line/section of
one letter, going further with a second line/section of two letter, and so on with the following line/section longer
than the preceding one. The interested reader can find a work that compiles Oulipean techniques, processes,
procedures, rules, definitions, and personalities [7].

4. PARADOXISM AND OULIPO: CONNECTIONS

The main difference between Paradoxism and most neo-avant-gardism movements is its option for significance,
while the others tend to instrument form to the detriment of meaning. As expounded above, the Paradoxism
started not as a game of mind, but as an outcry over the power of any kind, especially deploying contra-dictions,
anti-nomies, anti-thesis, anti-phrases, and in particular paradoxes, through any possible literary, art and even
scientific vehicle. There are indeed similarities, intersections and connections though between Paradoxism and
neo-avant-gardism movements, out of which we briefly discuss two common features between Paradoxism and
Oulipo.

The first one refers to a kindred view on intertextuality as a potentiality for re-elaboration. A contemporary
American writer, Harry Mathews (with many of his works employing the Oulipean style), suggested the
"Mathews' Algorithm™ for producing literature by permuting equivalent members in accordance to
predetermined rules, in order to reveal the "otherness in language" [8], based on which Mark Wolff created a
web application offering the reader an opportunity "to discover duplicities in texts" [9]. Even if the approach is
different, the goal is the same: opening texts to exploratory quests towards the collective talent, exploring
otherness and duplicities in texts. But really close to Paradoxism’s view on intertextuality are Mathews’ "35
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Variations on a Theme from Shakespeare”, where one can read: "To be or not to be: that’s the problem","

Nothing and something: this was an answer", "Choosing between life and death confuses me" [10]. Many
similar intertextual games are to be found in Paradoxist anthologies [11].

The second one regards practice, as there is an Oulipian method closely related to Paradoxism. It is called
antonymy, and the experiment consists in replacing every significant word in each text with its antonym or
opposite, based on a given thesaurus. Moreover, definite articles can be replaced by indefinite ones, or singular
by plural, and vice versa. Proper nouns or words that have no direct antonyms are usually treated as symbols or
generic objects. The results might differentiate the two movements, as Paradoxism tends not to accept random
meanings or non-meanings, but rather alternative meanings.

5. CONCLUSION

To many, literary movements such as the Paradoxism or the Oulipo represent a washed moment in time,
outdated experimentalism, a chink of postwar neo-avant-gardism. Still, these type of mixed sciento-creative
manifestations do not show signs of lassitude. For its 50th celebration, Oulipo published an anthology of almost
1000 pages [12], while the Paradoxist movement has reached its fifteenth anthology in 2020 [13].
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ABSTRACT

Logical reasoning in any form is an important aspect of life; it is persuading or convincing others with logic
through writing or speech, for example, scientists, politicians, businessmen, financiers, solicitors and many
others do this. This paper points out the frequent inefficacy of logical presentations, arguments and debates per
se in bringing about the correct and wonted outcomes. It describes the scenario of people frequently involved in
fruitless arguments and debates, and shows why the application of logic, for example, in logical argument or
debate, could not often achieve the desired outcomes, much of the time ending up with frustration, unhappiness,
bad feelings and poor relationships. Scenarios from mathematics, which probably represents the most rigorous
form of logical reasoning, and science are described as well. The paper also delves into the problems
encountered in logical reasoning as well as some modes of reasoning. It would be difficult and might be
impossible to reason with and convince someone with a closed mind-set, someone who has made up the mind
not to be convinced, or even someone who is not intelligent enough to be convinced. The paper presents a
resolution to this serious problem, which is important, as that would be conducive to peace and harmony.

KEYWORDS: Deduction; debate; solution; future.

1. INTRODUCTION

All living beings, including animals, insects, and even bacteria and viruses, exhibit intelligence. Human beings
evidently have much greater ability to make deductions or inferences, to perform the act of logical reasoning,
which could be regarded the highest form of intelligence possessed by a living being, which makes them special
and superior to all the other forms of life.

Human beings need to inter-act and cooperate with each other to survive and thrive, the more intelligent the
person is the more able he is to survive and thrive, by adapting to his environment through the use of his
intelligence. The ability to think logically and solve problems with logic is highly valued in society. It is this
ability that helps society to progress. It is also this ability that could bring problems as when it is not used
properly and wisely, whereby there would be arguments, disputes and conflicts.

Logical reasoning is the art of arriving at the correct conclusion. It is a highly valued skill which everyone
would like to have. It is an important aspect of intelligence. The intellectual is the person who is recognized as
having an abundance of this ability, being able to analyze things deeply and brimming with ideas. How well
people, for example, intellectuals such as scientists, mathematicians and other professionals, make use of logic
would determine how well society would progress. How badly people fare in this area would lead to problems
and retrogression.
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2. UTILIZATION OF LOGIC

Logical reasoning abides by a widely accepted set of rules which are evidently correct, at least to those who
accept the rules - which implies there might be others who do not accept these rules. For example, it might
appear obvious that the following deduction is correct: If Event A causes Event B, and if Event B then causes
Event C, then Event C is also caused by Event A. However, some not intelligent persons or some overly-
intelligent/smart-alecky persons (who might, for example, confidently state that Event C above could happen
independently of Event B though giving the impression of being caused by Event B and hence Event A) could
possibly find logical reasoning such as this incomprehensible or unacceptable. And there could be much
arguments and disputes over such logical statements. Logical deduction is the act of arriving at a correct
conclusion, though correctness itself here might be contentious. In other words, what is evidently logical to
some persons might not be logical to some others. There are evidently much of such disagreements and disputes
in everyday affairs. Even the more objective and exact hard sciences, for example, mathematics and physics, are
not untainted by disagreements and conflicts of views. For the case of mathematics, which could be regarded as
an exact science that uses the purest and most rigorous form of logic, a proof to, or argument supporting, a
mathematical statement has to be water-tight and examined with a fine-toothed comb by the mathematical
community in order to be acceptable. Despite this, there have been controversies and disagreements among
working mathematicians, who might have different thoughts on mathematics, for example, there is the
Intuitionist school, which does not approve of the popularly used proof by contradiction, which is an indirect
proof, in mathematics - in the proof by contradiction, also known as reductio ad absurdum, the proven absurdity
or impossibility of a mathematical statement implies the truth of its opposite. One might claim that since
mathematics is an exact science mathematicians should be thinking alike in one exact way, which unfortunately
does not turn out that way. The various schools of mathematical thought, for example, Logicism, Intuitionism
and Formalism, evidently interpret mathematical logic and mathematical philosophy differently.

It is with abstract entities, for example, relationships between objects which could not be easily visualized, or,
physically sighted (seeable or in the state of being tangible), or quantified, that present the greatest difficulties in
logical reasoning. The reverse is true for visualizable, tangible and quantifiable entities. For example, if we say
that 3 is bigger than 2 which is bigger than 1, and hence 3 is bigger than 1, this statement would be obviously
and incontrovertibly true, because 3, 2 and 1 could be easily visualized and are quantities - countable objects.
But a smart-aleck could disagree with this statement by differently interpreting this statement as not valid when
viewed as follows: 3 (peanuts) is bigger than 2 (apples) which are bigger than 1 (elephant), and hence 3 (peanuts)
is bigger than 1(elephant). This might be deemed an ingenious, out-of-the-box or unusual interpretation. In the
case of the famous long unsolved mathematical problem, the twin primes conjecture, for example,
mathematicians find it extremely challenging to prove that there is infinitude of twin primes. Infinity is an
abstract and unquantifiable attribute. How do we prove infinity when it could not be quantified, that is, it could
not be counted or measured, and could not be physically sighted, that is, it is not tangible? (Infinity is in fact just
an abstraction, without any material or physical reality.) Isn’t it thus very difficult if not impossible to prove the
infinity (something which is very abstract and without physical existence) of the twin primes in the infinite list
of the integers? Summing up, we re-iterate that logical reasoning involving quantifiable (countable or
measurable), visualizable, concrete or tangible objects would be evidently easier, while that involving
qualitative or more abstract entities would encounter more difficulties. In the physical sciences, for example,
physics, chemistry and biology, unlike in mathematics, logic alone would not suffice, and physical evidence or
experimental proof would be needed to back up the logic.

3. DIFFICULTY OF LOGICAL ARGUMENTS OR DEBATES

We here consider how logical reasoning in the form of argument or debate often pans out in everyday life. (The
author brings up this subject due to his own prior bad experiences with it.) One who asserts a logical statement
and was sure of its correctness might think that the other party was not intelligent enough to comprehend the
logic of the logically correct statement if the other party did not agree with the statement. But the “not intelligent”
party himself might think that it was he who was wrong about the logical statement he asserted. What would
happen if another person, even an apparently highly intelligent person, sided with the “not intelligent” party and
claimed that the said logical statement was wrong? Wouldn’t the intelligent person asserting the logical
statement have some doubt about it now? Who was really logically correct and who was wrong? How could this
impasse in logical argument or debate, which is evidently a frequent occurrence that causes frustration to the
concerned parties, be resolved? Both the disputing parties each thought he was right, which is the problem, as
only one of them could be right, or, in some instances, both could be wrong. As is often said of such a situation:
They might argue till the cows come home but nothing would be resolved. Out of frustration, either or both
parties might finally declare there is no point arguing if it is not leading to an agreement.
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A resolution for conflicts of views is presented below.
4. CONCLUSION AND RESOLUTION

Though logical argument or debate is aimed at convincing intelligent or logical persons about certain logical
statements or facts, it might fail to attain this objective, and the person who asserted the logical statement might
be made to feel doubtful. To this end logical argument or debate has frequently failed. Logic might be regarded
as a set of rules which are to be followed in order to arrive at a correct, valid conclusion, though these rules
might be subject to various interpretations, which is actually the problem, besides the abstractness, tangibility or
quantifiability of the subject. One should of course only attempt to convince the other person with one’s logical
reasoning if only one is confident that the latter is intelligent enough to understand it and objective enough to
accept it, taking into consideration that the person might have negative emotions, egoistical feelings and
prejudices. It is ineffectual and unwise to reason with a person who is mentally defective or prejudiced unless
the reasoning is simple enough and comprehensible to him or he is prepared to abandon his prejudices. In other
words, argument and debate should be carried out wisely and cautiously. There is no point in winning the
argument by making the other party feel foolish and unhappy, thereby losing his respect and support. The
argument should be respectful and sincere and should make the other party convinced and supportive of one’s
ideas. If the other party displays a closed mind-set, a mind stubbornly made up not to be convinced, refrain from
argument would be the right course of action. On the other hand, when logic fails, emotional appeal might work,
for it could be negative emotions which are blocking the other party’s receptivity to logical argument.

There would be at least two groups to pay attention to, one group which is amenable to logical reasoning and the
other group which is not amenable to logical reasoning due to the reason(s) given above. The serious problem
concerns how to deal with this group which is not amenable to logical reasoning, for which a solution would be
of some importance.

The consequences of failed logical reasoning could be frustration, misunderstanding, offence, unhappiness,
feeling upset, possibly leading to loss of friendship, enmity and even violence, for example, quarrels and fights,
which seem to be frequent occurrences. At the broader level, when countries fail to convince each other with
logical reasoning, argument or persuasion, the outcomes could be serious, for example, conflicts and wars.

There are of course courts of law and arbitration centers (as well as mediation centers, for the disputing parties
who do not wish to have rulings forced on them) for resolving conflicts and disputes. But for many disputes
recourse to such avenues for resolution might be too much of a hassle, time-consuming and costly. It is the
practice for logical statements, ideas or hypotheses to be reviewed, confirmed and approved by the relevant
experts or specialists, that is, successfully passed through the review or investigative process, whether by a
judge or jury in a court of law, a commission of inquiry or panel of experts in the investigation of an accident or
disaster, the review by experts of a journal article, etc. But all this might be too time-consuming and not too
practical, and the final assessment might be considered partial and unfair. A more practical, quicker and really
impartial resolution might be necessary.

Person-to-person communications when settling differences are often fraught with emotions and suspicions. The
disputing parties, and also the arbitrators to the disputes if there are any who might be deemed partial or unfair,
might have axes to grind, some ulterior motives, the suspicion of which by the concerned parties leading to
distrust. A non-emotional, non-human, but highly intelligent entity would be the ideal one to diffuse and resolve
the situation. This entity could be a logical calculator or a conflict-resolution-logical computer which receives
input (premises) and produces a logical output or conclusion, which would be totally impartial, fast and
acceptable to the concerned parties, similar to the common calculator whose numerical computations no one
doubts or questions and whom everyone totally trusts and depends on in their everyday life. This could be the
savior of our world which is torn by differences and conflicts. There might be people who are skeptical and who
scoff at this notion of a super-smart and super-efficient arbitrator. There are already computer programs for
computers to draw and paint, compose poems and music, play chess with a chess grandmaster and win, and
prove mathematical theorems, which are all highly complex activities. A logical calculator is therefore not a far-
fetched possibility. There is one great advantage in this powerful artificial intelligence. While assessments from
the human arbitrators, judges, experts, specialists or reviewers are likely to vary and also likely to lead to claims
that some of the assessments are unfair, as some of these human assessors might be more strict or more lenient
than the others, the logical output or answer from the logical computer would be standard and uniform for the
same input or scenario and no one could complain about unfairness. If this “pacifier” were available, peace and
harmony would likely prevail. We could then expect to live in a better world.
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Though it might seem like science fiction, there is the possibility that in the future a very powerful computer or
artificial intelligence might control the world. There has been some speculation by a number of artificial
intelligence experts that one day human work would be made redundant by artificial intelligence. There seems
to be some fear that in the future human beings would not only be displaced by artificial intelligence but would
become their slaves. That is, human beings would then have become out-reasoned or outsmarted by artificial
intelligence who would perhaps have become many times smarter, for example, one thousand times smarter than
human beings.
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